JOHN RUSKIN

nor wisely to set example of withdrawing, from either
evil."l There is no more convincing testimony of the
inherent incapacity for reasoning in the average sensual
man than the charge of " inconsistency1' brought against
a Socialist on the ground that he does not attempt to
cure a social evil by an individual remedy.

The chief harm done by Mr. Ruskin's economic
errors is that they have furnished really vulnerable
points upon which hostile critics have concentrated all
their fire. The social teaching of a man who denies
the productiveness of exchange, and who challenges
the validity of interest, it is urged, may be safely dis-
regarded by all sane-minded and practical persons.
So perverse is most men's judgment of criticism in-
volving an unsettlement of convenient opinions, that
they gladly seize upon some salient single weakness as
a pretext for ignoring the deepest and most vital truths.
Mr. Ruskin has remorselessly and accurately exposed
the injustice inherent in all bargaining and the existence
of oppression in all forms of buying and selling, includ-
ing the selling of the use of capital. But because he
has found some special and separate fault in this last
class of bargains which is not always there, his more
fundamental criticism, which is valid, has been utterly
disregarded by the great majority of cultured persons
who yet pretend to think that Mr. Ruskin is a wise and
wholesome teacher. " They read the words, and say
they are pretty, and go on in their own ways.1' 2

Well might such obdurate irrationality drive a man
of Mr. Ruskin's temperament to madness, as he declares
it did.8 Here was a man of wide experience and of the

1 Fors, Letter xxi. (i. 419).                   a Fors, Letter Iviii. (iii. 176).

* Fors, Letters Ixvi. and Ixvii. (iii. 343, 362-63)., money doesn't " grow."as the latter is of.
